
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEA2ING-May 12, 1965 

Appeal #%I93 Merit, Inc. appellant. 

The Zoning Administrator D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appellee. 

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously carr ied t he  following Order 
was entered on May 17, 1965: 

That the  appeal f o r  a vari%ce f romthe  provisions of paragraph 7303.4 
of the Zoning Reguhtions t o  permit loca t ion  of required loading berth and loading 
platform within the off-s t reet  parking access aisle a t  3llO Wisconsin Avenue, 
No W., l o t  8l4, square 1923, be granted. 

From the and t h e  evidence adduced a t  t h e  hearing, the Board f inds  
the  following facts:  

(1) Appellant's l o t  has a frontage of 50 f ee t  on Wisconsin Avenue and 
a depth of 170.3 f e e t  t o  a 20 foot wide public a l l e y  i n  the rear. The l o t  
contains an area  of approximately 852 square f e e t  of land. 

(2) The proposed ten  s tory apartment building w i l l  contains 59 apartments, 
including 20 one-bedroom un i t s  and 39 eff ic iency u n i t s  and requires twenty 
off-street  parking spaces. These u n i t s  w i l l  a l l  be furnished units. 

(3) Appellant w i l l  provide 20 ofr-street  parking spaces on t he  rear  of 
t h i s  property which meets the  reouirements of the  Zoning Regulations and w i l l  
provide h i s  loading dock and loading platform i n  the  a i s l e  betwcen the parking 
which is  twenty-two f e e t  i n  width. 

(4 )  Appellant s t a t e s  t h a t  inasmuch a s  the  building w i l l  be en t i r e ly  
furnished there  is  no ac tua l  need f o r  t he  loading berth a s  the occupants 
w i l l  nth require moving of furnikure i n  and out. 

(5) Appellant a l so  s t a t e s  t h a t  it would be a hardship on the  owner t o  provide 
a loading berth on the  s i t e  i n  addit ion t o  required parking spaces and access 
a i s le .  He s t a t e s  t h a t  l o t  i s  so narrow t h a t  t o  provide such a loading ber th  
would reduce s i z e  of the building which may be constructed under ex is t ing  soning 
which would ser iously  impair t he  economic u t i l i z a t i o n  of znu the  land. 

(6) There was no objection t o  the  granting of t h i s  appeal registered a t  the  
public hearing. 

We a re  of t he  opinion tha t  appellant  has proven a case of hardship within 
the  meaning of Section 8207.11 of t he  Zoning Regulations due t o  t he  narrowness 
of the  l o t  i n  question. 

'We a r e  fur ther  of the opinion t h a t  due t o  the type of occupancy proposed 
f o r  t h i s  building, i.e. furnished apartment units ,  tha t  very l i t t l e  use w i l l  be 
made of the  loading berth, 

I n  view of the above finding of f a c t  and opinion it is  the  Board's fu r ther  
opinion t h a t  t h i s  r e l i e f  can be granted without substardia l  detriment t o  the  public 
good and without subs tan t ia l ly  impairing the  intent ,  purpose, and in t eg r i t y  of t he  
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